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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05 May 2004 . 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

a) The preamble of claim 1 indicates that claim 1 is 
directed to a method, yet the body of the claim fails to 
positively set forth the steps that comprise the method 
(i.e. as is required of method claim). Clarification is 
needed. 

b) The preamble of claim 1 indicates that claim 1 is 
directed to a method of switching two video signals, yet 
the body of the claim fails to positively set forth the 
steps which switch two signals. Clarification is needed. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 Oa) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Houghton [US #2,944,108]- 

As evidenced in Houghton, it was notoriously well known in 

the art that video signals reproduced from tape had to be 

"exactly" synchronized with the video signal with which the 

are going to be switched/mixed, e.g. video from a local 

source, prior to said switching in order to prevent 

discontinuities [e.g. note lines 10-15] . Such 

synchronization was performed by comparing the phases of 

the two signals to be mixed, correcting the time base of 

the recorded signal according to the detected phase 

difference to set/establish a synchronous operating mode of 

switching. 

Claims 1-3 differ from the teachings of Houghton only in 
that Houghton does not explicitly state that the local 
source cam comprise a camera. The examiner maintains that 
one skilled in the art would have recognized the fact that 
the reference to the "local source", obviously, encompasses 
cameras . 
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4. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

5. Claim 5 avoids the art of record. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to DAVID E 
HARVEY whose telephone number is (703) 305-4365. The examiner 
can normally be reached on m-f from 6am to 3pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Miller, can be 
reached on 703 305 4795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
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access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 




iVID E HARtfEY 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2 614 



